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.The MAILING DATb of this communication appea rs on the cover sheet with the correspono^cT^ress 



— ine • — — 

onno izaii q T n pi ACF THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE. 

Examination (RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .1 14. 

PFRIOD FOR REPLY [check either a) or b)] 

a) S The period for reply expires 3 north, from the mailing date of the ^Uejec^ ^ m ^ 

b) □ The period for reply expires on: (1) the mailing date ^^^^XS^^^ J rejection. 

THE RNAL REJECT ' 0N 366 MPEP 

ExtensSL may be obtained under 37 C FR 1.136(a). The ^-^^^ 
have been filed is the date for purposes of determining f P*"^.^^^ the final Office action; or (2) as set forth in 

l^XZ^^^^ EXSX^SZZ SL of 9 the final rejection, even if time, filed, may reduce any 

earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

1 n A Notice of Appeal was filed on . Appellant's Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 
D 37 CFR ^^1 192 P (a) or any extensioTFereof (37 CFR 1.191(d)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal, 
a The proposed amendments) will not be entered because: 

(a) □ they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 
(W PI they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); 

(c) G3 they are not deemed to p.ace the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or s.mpl.fymg the 
issues for appeal; and/or . 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 

NOTE: 



3.D Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): 



would be allowable if submitted in a separate, timely filed amendment 



4.n Newly proposed or amended claim(s) 
canceling the non-allowable claim(s). 

5 □ The a)D affidavit, b)D exhibit, or c)Q request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the 

application in condition for allowance because: . 

6 □ The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly 

raised by the Examiner in the final rejection. 

7 IK For numoses of Appeal the proposed amendment(s) a)H will not be entered or b)D will be entered and an 
m ^l^^^eL or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 

The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: 

Claim(s) objected to: 

Claim(s) rejected: £7. 
Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: a 
8.Q The proposed drawing correction filed on 



isa)D approved or b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 



9. D Note the attached Information Disclosure Statements PTO-1449) Paper No(s) 

10. (3 nthPr- Res ponse to argu ments attached 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTO-303 (Rev. 04-01) 



Advisory Action 



Part of Paper No. 10 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Arguments 



The second amendment was not entered because it is not deemed to place the application in 
better form for appeal or simplifying the issues for appeal. 

The applicant has not satisfactorily answered the issue raised in the final action regarding die 
'contaminated fluid being conducted externally of the processing elements, the filtered fluid is 
laterally withdrawn as a cleansed portion of the contaminated fluid [from the processing element] 
and drain means for discharging said cleansed portion from the sealed chamber..'. The examiner 
had stated that the examiner would consider 'the contaminated fluid was flowing through the 
processing elements and the filtrate was coming out laterally of the processing elements into the 
chamber' for examination purpose. The applicant has neither confirmed if the examiner's 
consideration was appropriate, nor satisfactorily explained how the system would work otherwise. 
The amended claim 2 repeats this issue from the cancelled claim 1, which the examiner had rejected 

under 35 USC 112, second paragraph. 

Regarding the final rejection of the claims, responses for the applicant's arguments were filed 

with the final rejection and with the advisory action on 1/28/03. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Krishnan S Menon whose telephone number is 703-305-5999. The examiner 

can normally be reached on 8:00-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Wanda L Walker can be reached on 703-308-0457. The fax phone numbers for the organization 



Application/Control Number: 09/879,870 P; 
Art Unit 1723 

where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-872-9310 for regular communications a 
703-872-931 1 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308-0661. 



Krishnan Menon 
Patent Examiner 
February 27, 2003 
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